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Archzeology in India.
NDIAN archzological remains can be containing descriptions and illustrations.!
traced back to the Iarly Stone But such descriptive accounts are only a

Age—as far, that is to say, as those of any
country in the world. But in spite of the
work that has in comparatively recent
times been done upon them their interpre-
tation remains, for the most part, almost
as great a mystery as ever. And this
applies not only to remains belonging to
the far distant prehistoric past, but also
to most of the temples of historical times,
‘ynany of them buildings of great magni-
ficence and many still used for worship.
Only here and there has a little bit of the
curtain been raised, revealing glimpses of
intense interest with all sorts of fascinating
Ppossibilities beyond. ‘
Starting with prehistoric and proto-
Tistoric times, the collections made by
J. W. Breeks in the Nilgiri Hills (added to
the collections of the Madras Museum as
long ago as 1879), by R. Bruce-Foote in
South India generally and by Alexander Rea
at Adichanallur in the Tinnevelly District
and at Perumbair and Pallavaram in the
Chingleput District, have long been well
known from published accounts of them

beginning—a basis for subsequent inter-
pretation. And though the remains are
sufficiently abundant no satisfactory basis
for such interpretation is yet available.
It seems extremely probable however, that
as regards the Stone Age the collections
recently made by the Yale-Cambridge Ex-
pedition to north India will at last provide
one. The importance of their work has
already been to some extent indicated to
readers of Current Science in articles by
Drs. de Terra and Hutchinson and by
Prof. Sahni. From the side of anthro-
pology, hints as to the racial elements that
may have to be connected with these and
other remains have recently been provided

1% An Account of the Primitive Tribes and Monuments of
the Nilgiris " by J. W. Breeks (India Museum, London,
1873 ; Wm. H. Allen & Co.); * Catalogue of Prehisteric
Antiquities ? by R. Bruce-Foote {Govt. Mus., Madras,
1901) ; © The Foote Collection of Indian Prehistoric and
Protohistoric Antiquities ¥ by R. Bruce-Foote (Govt.
Mus., Madras ; “ Catalogue Raisonne 7, 1914 and ““ Notes
on their Ages and Distribation ”, 1916); * Catalogue of
Prehistoric Antiguities from Adichanallur and Perumbair™
by Alexander Rea (Govt. Mus., Madras, 1915).
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by Guha? and Eickstedt,® the latter drawing
on literary and other evidence to attempt
2 much more detailed but, it is to be feared,
also a much more speculative analysis than
the former, which is based more exclusively
on anthropometrical investigations. Though
the conclusions arrived at by these authors
are by no means identical, a certain under-
lying parallelism between them suggests
that they at least provide a good basis for
further research, which should lead before
long to well-established results.

In comparatively recent years archao-
logists have been startled by the discovery,
through excavations in the Indus Valley,
of a great civilisation the very existence of
which no one had previously suspected.*
And it now seems probable that this civili-
sation was by no means confined to the
valley in which it was first discovered, so
that the  familiar term “ Indus Valley
Civilisation ” is likely to prove a misleading
name for it. As this civilisation flourished
at about the period of transition from the
Stone to the Metal Age it gives us a glimpse
of life at a timelong after that of Paleolithic
Man, whose remains are so particularly
abundant round about Madras, but prob-
ably long before that of the pottery
sarcophagus and urn burials found within
the city of Madras, as well as in the Coim-
batore District and elsewhere, though at
present best known from Rea’s excavations at
Adichanallur and Perumbair. Forurn burials
seem still to have been customary in the days
of early Tamil literature. How much
earlier than that they came into use it is
as yet impossible to say. Nor do we seem
to have any better knowledge regarding the

~various types of megalithic and cave burials,

of which treasure-hunters and cultivators are
all too rapidly redueing the greatly dimi-
nished number that still remain with their
contents intact.

The excavation of Taxila,’ commenced by
General Cunningham in 1863, and continued

2 “The Racial Affinities of the Peoples of India,"
Ly B. 8. Guha, in * Census of India, 1931, I1(3), Ethno-
graphical” edited by G. H. Hutton (G~vt. of India Press,
Sinila, 1935).

3 “The Position of Mysore ‘in India’s Racial History
by Baron von Fickstedt in Vol. I of Ananthakrishna
Aiyar’s*Mysore Tribes and Castes” (Mysore University,
1935). , .

+ “Yixplorations in Sind ” by N.C. Majumdar (Delhi,
1934); “The Indus Valley Civilisation” by E.J. H.
Mackay (lLcndon, 1935). i

5 See A Guide to Taxila” by Sir John Marshall
(Calcutta, 1918),
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on modern lines and with much greater
thoroughness and understanding than was
then possible by Sir John Marshall from
about 1912 onwards, has unecarthed a
sequence of three lost cities of great carly
renown, of which the first seems already
to have flourished in far off mythological
times, having been conquered, according
to the Mahabharata, by IKing Janamejaya
of snake sacrifice fame. In historical timoes
it would be this city that offered hospitality
to Alexander the Great, and in which Asoka
ruled for a time as his father’s vieeroy.
On the decline of the Maurian mnpire,
however, it was captured by Greeks [rom
Bacteria, who shifted their capital to the
second city early in the second century B.(,
This second city remained the capital,
passing under the sway first of the Sakas
or Scythians and later of the DParthians,
till it was sacked by the Kushans (probably
shortly before 64 A.D.) who then founded
the third city, which in its twmn wag laid
waste during the fifth century A.D., pre-
sumably by the White Huns who conquered
the Kushans and ultimately also the Guptas,
Taxila thus carries us far on into historical
times, and illustrates the many changes
and vicissitudes that beset the capital of a
frontier state in those carly days.

The great majority, as well as the
finest, surviving monuments of the carly
part of Indian historical times are Buddhist,
Before the discovery of Mohenjo-daro and
Harappa, these were gencrally regarded ay
being the oldest surviving Indian monu-
ments of any importance and, both on
account of their antiquity and of the mar-
vellous sculpture which many of them showaed
they have attracted more attention than any
other class of Indian monument. One has,
indeed, only to mention places sueh s
Sanchi, Buddh Gaya, Tarnath, Bharhut,
Pataliputra, Nalanda, Ajanta, Karli, Amara-
vati, Nagarjunakonda and a host of others
to realise what a wealth of excavation,
description and illustration has been beg-
towed upon them. But even am ong Buddhist
remaing new discoveries continue to be
made, as well as among the more scanty
Jain remains, many of which belong to
about the same period.

Hindu remains are, generally speaking,
less ancient than Buddhist, yet much less
seems to be known about them. The
Archzological Survey and other bodies have,
it is true, published finely llustrated mono-
graphs on various important temples and






